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Remarks 

This Reply to Restriction Requirement replaces the earlier reply filed on April 7, 2006, 
Dependencies of Claims 19-32 have been corrected, such that Claims 19-32 appear as 
originally filed. 

In the office action the examiner required the Applicant to elect either Invention I or 
Invention II to be examined in this application. Applicant hereby elects Invention II for the 
purpose of examination. Claims 18-36 read on Invention II. 

Claims 1-17 have been canceled. Applicant has added Claims 37-46 that do not add 
any new subject matter to the chosen invention. The following table lists the presence of the 
elements of newly added Claims 37-46 in the original application. 
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